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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including tine fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
10/3/2008 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 10/3/2008 have been fully considered, however they 
are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. Please see the following rejection for 
an explanation on how the newly added limitations are read and rejected with the cited 
prior art. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 

forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-9, 12-24, and 27-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Flick (6,703,946) in view of Rosener et al. (US 2002/0028655). 
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Regarding claims 1,16. Flick teaches a vehicle comprising a position 
determination device (42; fig. 2); a subsystem indicator indicating a condition of a 
subsystem of the vehicle (vehicle device 26, fig. 1); an associated mobile 
communication device (RCV 29, fig. 2); and a hub (vehicle security controller 27) in 
permanent communication with a computer (col. 5, In. 49-64) remote from the vehicle 
(column 5 lines 35-37, i.e. the monitoring station is explained to be remote from the 
vehicle), the hub communicating with the position determination device, the subsystem 
indicator, and the mobile communication device (col. 5, In. 31-53). 

However, Flick does not teach that the mobile communications device is mobile 
with respect to the vehicle or the idea wherein the communication device is operable to 
communicate with the hub when the communication device is at a location apart from 
the service vehicle. 

Rosener teaches a wireless system built in to a vehicle that allows a user 
carrying a mobile communications device (such as a cell phone) to connect to the 
vehicle system using such techniques as Bluetooth discovery, (par. 1 18) He clearly 
teaches wherein the communication device is operable to communicate with the hub 
when the communication device is at a location apart from the service vehicle in par. 
118, where he explains that a Bluetooth discovery is made between the phone and the 
car as the user walks to the car. It is clear from this paragraph that the phone is 
connected, and in communication with the car (i.e. with a "hub" within the car) when the 
phone is at a location apart from the vehicle (i.e. the phone is outside and a distance 
away from the vehicle, thus clearly reading on this limitation). Further see in par. 118, 
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where it is then stated that "As the user enters the car...", and this comes after the 
explanation of the Bluetooth discovery between the phone and the car. It is clear that 
the phone communicates with the vehicle while outside the vehicle, and thus clearly at a 
location apart from the vehicle. The examiner understands that even a small distance 
away from the vehicle (I.e. the distance allowed by the short range Bluetooth 
connection), the phone is still understood to be a "location apart" from the vehicle. This 
idea that a mobile device can be mobile with respect to the vehicle, and wirelessly 
connect to the vehicle system, when combined with the Flick reference clearly teaches 
the limitations claimed. 

Therefore It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to utilize the teachings of Rosener with the teachings as in Flick. The 
motivation for doing so would have been to allow for the mobile communications device 
to go with the user In and out of the vehicle. 

Regarding claims 2, 17. Flick further teaches the position determination device 
comprises a GPS receiver (GPS receiver 42, fig. 2). 

Regarding claims 3, 18. Flick further teaches the subsystem indicator indicates 
the condition of an Ignition of the service vehicle (ignition switch 65, fig. 2). 

Regarding claims 4, 19. Flick does not teach that the subsystem Indicator 
Indicates the condition of an odometer of the vehicle. However, Flick teaches that the 
subsystem indicator indicates the condition of the ignition, alarm, acceleration, battery, 
etc (col. 10, In. 21 to col. 11, In. 65). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the teachings of Flick, so that the 



Application/Control Number: 10/040,288 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2617 

subsystem can provide information regarding the condition of the odometer in order to 
keep track how far the vehicle had traveled. 

Regarding claims 5, 20. Flick further teaches the hub is in wireless 
communication with a cellular tower (wireless receiver 29, fig. 2, is in wireless 
communication with monitoring station 30, fig. 1; col. 12, In. 15-25). 

Regarding claims 6-7, 21-22. Flick further teaches the central computer 
communicates with an Internet site (col. 1, In. 56 to col. 2, In. 4; col. 13, In. 1-14, fig. 3). 

Regarding claims 8-9, 23-24. Flick does not teach the use of general packet 
radio service (GPRS) and cellular digital packet data (CDPD) protocols. However, 
these protocols are well known in the wireless art. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize 
GPRS or CPDP advance features since CDPD shares bandwidth with cellular voice 
traffic. The channel is occupied just for the time it takes to send packets of data. If the 
channel is subsequently required for voice, the CDPD transmission will "hop" to another 
vacant channel. 

Regarding claims 12, 27. Flick further teaches the hub is in wireless 
communication with a cellular tower (wireless receiver 29, fig. 2, is in wireless 
communication with monitoring station 30, fig. 1). 

Regarding claims 13-14, 28-29. Flick does not teach the use of IEEE-802.1 1 
(wireless LAN protocol) and bluetooth (wireless data transmission) protocols are well 
known in wireless art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify Flick teachings, so that it can be 
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used with IEEE-802.11 (wireless LAN protocol) and bluetootli (wireless data 
transmission) protocols in order to reduce wiring harness, and simplifying the installation 
of the LAN. Further, Rosener teaches the idea of a Bluetooth connection between the 
vehicle and the mobile communications device in par. 118. 

Regarding claims 15, 30. Flick illustrates in figs. 1-2 that the hub is in wire-line 
communication with the subsystem indicator. However, wireless hub is well known in 
the art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Flick teachings, so that the hub is in wireless 
communication with the subsystem indicator in order to reduce wiring harness, and 
simplifying the installation of the tracking system. 

5. Claims 10-11, 25-26, 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Flick (6,703,946) in view of Rosener et al. (US 2002/0028655) in 
further view of Saunders et al (5,91 8,1 72). 

Regarding claims 10-11, 25-26, 31. Flick teaches a vehicle comprising a 
position determination device (42; fig. 2); a subsystem indicator indicating a condition of 
a subsystem of the vehicle (vehicle device 26, fig. 1); an associated mobile 
communication device (RCV 29, fig. 2); and a hub (vehicle security controller 27) in 
permanent communication with a computer (col. 5, In. 49-64), remote from the vehicle 
(column 5 lines 35-37, i.e. the monitoring station is explained to be remote from the 
vehicle), the hub communicating with the position determination device, the subsystem 
indicator, and the mobile communication device (col. 5, In. 31-53). 
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However, Flick does not teach that the mobile communications device is mobile 
with respect to the vehicle, or the idea wherein the communication device is operable to 
communicate with the hub when the communication device is at a location apart from 
the service vehicle. 

Rosener teaches a wireless system built in to a vehicle that allows a user 
carrying a mobile communications device (such as a cell phone) to connect to the 
vehicle system using such techniques as Bluetooth discovery, (par. 1 18) He clearly 
teaches wherein the communication device is operable to communicate with the hub 
when the communication device is at a location apart from the service vehicle in par. 
118, where he explains that a Bluetooth discovery is made between the phone and the 
car as the user walks to the car. It is clear from this paragraph that the phone is 
connected, and in communication with the car (i.e. with a "hub" within the car) when the 
phone is at a location apart from the vehicle (i.e. the phone is outside and a distance 
away from the vehicle, thus clearly reading on this limitation). Further see in par. 118, 
where it is then stated that "As the user enters the car...", and this comes after the 
explanation of the Bluetooth discovery between the phone and the car. It is clear that 
the phone communicates with the vehicle while outside the vehicle, and thus clearly at a 
location apart from the vehicle. The examiner understands that even a small distance 
away from the vehicle (i.e. the distance allowed by the short range Bluetooth 
connection), the phone is still understood to be a "location apart" from the vehicle. This 
idea that a mobile device can be mobile with respect to the vehicle, and wirelessly 
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connect to the vehicle system, when combined with the Flick reference clearly teaches 
the limitations claimed. 

Therefore it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to utilize the teachings of Rosener with the teachings as in Flick. The 
motivation for doing so would have been to allow for the mobile communications device 
to go with the user in and out of the vehicle. 

However, Flick and Rosener do not teach that the central computer provides 
directions to the vehicle to a subsequent destination and traffic data to the vehicle (i.e. 
directing the service vehicle to a subsequent service call based on information received 
by the central computer from the hub). 

Saunders teaches the central computer provides directions to the vehicle to a 
subsequent destination and traffic data to the vehicle (col. 3, In. 24-33; col. 4, In. 1-9). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to utilize the teachings of Saunders into the teachings 
of Flick and Rosener in order to provides an integrated and efficient technique to deliver 
a variety of voice and enhanced services to customers. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MICHAEL T. THIER whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-2832. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 7:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alexander Eisen can be reached on (571 ) 272-7687. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/MICHAEL TTHIER/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2617 
11/13/08 



/Alexander Eisen/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



